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BEFORE THE
POSTAL REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20268-0001

ln the Matter of:
Bronx General Post Office
New York, NY 10451

Docket No.42013-6

MOTION OF UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE
TO DISMISS PROCEEDINGS

(July 18, 2013)

This matter commenced with a letter received by the Postal Regulatory Commission that

purports to invoke its jurisdiction under 39 U.S.C. S 404(d) to consider an appeal of an alleged

Postal Service Cecision to discontinue the Bronx General Post Office ("Bronx GpO").1 The

Postal Service has decided to relocate the Bronx GPO to a location yet to-be-determined; no

discontinuance occurred As the Postal Service has consistently maintained and the

commission has previously hetd, the scope of 39 u.s.C. S 404(dxs) is timited to the

discontinuance of a Post Office, and does not apply to the relocation of a post Office. Since the

Petitioner's appeal concerns the relocation of a Post Office, an event that falls outside the scope

of section 404(dX5), the Commission lacks subject matter jurisdiction and should dismiss the

appeal.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

on July 3,2013, the Postal Regulatory commission ("commission") docketed

correspondence from Steve Hutkins. The Commission also received correspondence on this

t 
Petit¡on for Review Received from Steve Hutkins Regarding Bronx General post Office Bronx, Ny

10451, PRC Docket No 42013-6 (Juty 3, 2013)
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matterfrom customers Lizette Colón, Mike Eilenfeldt and Julio pabón on July g, 2013.2 The

participants state that the Postal Service decision to relocate the Bronx GpO was arbitrary and

capricious, and without observance of procedures required by law. The letters make

generalized claims of noncompliance, but do not refer to specific statutes on which their

allegations are based. By means of Order No. 1776 (July 10,2013), the Commission instituted

a proceeding under39 U.S.C. S404(dX5) and established Docket No.42013-6 in orderto

consider Petitioners' appeals.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The Bronx is a borough of New york city. on June 3,2013, Tom A. samra, Vice

President of Facilities, issued a final decision letter stating that the Postal Service was relocating

the Bronx GPO, located at 558 Grand Concourse, Bronx, New York, to a yet to-be-determinecl

location. See Exhibit 1 . The fínal decision recognized that the Bronx GpO is listed in the

National Register of Historic Places. /d The final decision advised that the postal Service

would follow the statutes contained in the National Historic Preservation Act in the connection

with reuse or disposition of the property, and mural panels in the lobby painted by artists Ben

Shahn and Bernarda Bryson would be preserved. /d.

The final decision explained that the Postal Service complied with regulations and postal

Service policy in inviting community inputthroughoutthe process. The postalservice metwith

local Bronx Borough officials on February 5,2013 and held a public meeting on February 6,

2013, which was advertised via public notices posted within the lobby of the Bronx GpO and in

the New York Post' /d. The Postal Service also provided the public an opportunity to submit

written comments on the proposal through March S,2O1g. td.

' Petition for Review Received from Lizette Colon Regarding Bronx General post Office, Bronx, Ny
cket No. A 3); Petition foi Review Received from Mike Eitenfetdt
x Generat Ny 10451 pRC Docket No. A2013_6 (Juty 9, 2013);
ew Receiv n Regarding Bronx General Post Officè, Bionx, Ny'.10451,
. 42013_6
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The final decision explained that the Postal Service complied with proper procedures to

study the environmental impact of the relocation and the potential sale of the Bronx GpO. prior

to the initiation of the relocations process, the Postal Service evaluated the potential impact to

the physical and cultural environment that would result from relocation of retail operations from

the Bronx GPO to another location within the community. /d The fìnal decision explained that

when the Postal Service considers plans for reuse or disposal of the Bronx GpO, and more

detailed facts are known about the property's new potential use, it will again comply with all

applicable statutory and regulatory requirements.

When responding to concerns of maintaining and accessing postal services, the final

decision explained that when determining the new location, the Postal Service will only consider

relocation spaces that are convenient and othen¡uise suitable to Postal customers within the

same community. /d. Moreove¡", the new location will provide the sarne services and will

operate the same hours as the Bronx GPO. Additionally, the Postal Service assured customers

that it will continue to operate the Bronx GPO until the replacement facility is ready for use as a

Post Office.

Additionally, there are eight other Postal Service-operated retail facilities within one mile

of the Bronx GPO. See Exhibit 2 (printout from www.usps.com).3 Customers of the Bronx GpO

may also obtain services through http://www.USPS.com/ and other alternate access options,

including five stamp consignment sites located within one mile of the Bronx GpO. /d.

Finally, the final decision explained that in light of the financial situation facing the postal

Service, the relocation would result in cost savings, while maintaining the same level of service

for customers within the Bronx community. /d.

t Exhibit 2 uses the term "Post office'for retail units staffed by postal employees, thus including stations,
branches and Post Offices.



4

ARGUMENT

The Commission lacks jurisdiction to consider an appeal of a Post Office relocation

under 39 U.S.C. S 404(d). Section 404(d) provides that an appeal under that section must

concern a discontinuance action. See 39 U.S.C. S 404(d). The Commission has consistenfly

held throughout decades of Post Office appeals practice that section 404(d) does not apply to a

relocation of retail operations to another facility within the same community. See Order No.

1588, Order Dismissing Appeal, PRC Dockel A2013-1, Santa Monica, Catifornia (December,

19,2012) (ruling that transfer of retail operations to a carrier annex less than one mile away

from the main post office was a relocation of retail services and 39 U.S.C. S 404(d) did not

apply), Order No. 1 166, Order Dismissing Appeal, PRC Docket A2O1 2-17 , Venice, California

(January 24,2012) (same where the new location was 400 feet from the former location); Order

No. 804, Order Dismissing Appeal, PRC Docket A2011-21, Ukiah, Catifornia (August 15,2011)

(same where the new location was one mile from the former location); Order No. 448, Order

Dismissing Appeal, PRC Docket No. A20'1 O-2, Steamboat Springs, Colorado (April27,2OjO)

(ruling that the transfer of retail operations to a facility within the same community constituted a

relocation or rearrangement of facilities and 39 U.S.C. S 404(d) did not apply); Order No. 696,

PRC Docket No. A86-1 3, Wellfleet, Massachus etts 02667 (June 1 0, 1986) (ruting that transfer

of retail operations to a new location 1.2 miles away from the former location was a relocation of

retail services and 39 U.S.C. S 404(d) did not apply); Order No. 436, PRC Docket No. AB2-10,

Oceana Station (June 25, 1982) (same where new location was four miles away from the former

location).

ln previous cases, the Commission has concluded that a particular action affecting a

postal retail facility constitutes relocation outside the scope of 39 U.S.C. S 404(d) if both the

current site and the proposed future site of the retailfacility reside in the same community. For

instance, in 1982, the Commission upheld a Postal Service determination to closethe Oceana

Station in Virginia Beach as part of an overall plan to rearrange postal retail and delivery
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operations within the Virginia Beach community. The plan included the future establishment of

a new retail facility within Virginia Beach and four miles away from the site of Oceana Station.a

Residents served by Oceana Station claimed that the change in retail operations qualified as a

discontinuance under 39 U.S.C. S 404(d). ln rejecting their claim, the Commission opined that

in enacting Section 404(d), "Congress intended to permit the Postal Service to rely on less

formal decision-making, and correspondingly, to give the Commission no jurisdiction to hear

appeals of such decisions, when considering where retail facilities are to be located within the

community." Order No. 436, PRC Docket No. AB2-10, Oceana Station (June 25, 1982), al7.

The Commission held the "requirements of section 404(ldl) do not pertain to the specific

building housing the [P]ost [O]ffice; but rather are concerned with the provision of a facility within

the community," /d, at 7 (emphasis added).

Foilowing its decision in Oceana Station, the Commission provided furlher guidance

whendismissinganappeal oftherelocationofthePostOfficeinWellfleet,Massachusetts. ln

that proceeding, the Postal Service had decided to move the Wellfleet post Office from the

center of the village of Wellfleet to a shopping center development approximately 1.2 miles

away. The petitioners contended that the new location was actually within the neighboring

village of South Wellfleet.5 The Commission upheld the Postal Service position and

characterized the Postal Service's action as a relocation outside the scope of Section 404(d).

The Commission explained:

lf our record shows that the Postal Service is only relocating a IP]ost [O]ffìce
within a community, section 404(tdl) does not apply and *smusidismiés the
appeal, since we have no jurisdiction. Section 404(tdl) sets up a formal public
decisionþlmaking process for onry two types of actions concerning tplosi
[O]ffices - closing or consolidation. The meaning of "ctosing a tpþètiO¡tfic"" as
used in the statute is the elimination of a [P]ost [O]ffice froma community. The

o The city of Virginia Beach is relatively large at 307 square miles see
lllg {yry "bgo^v.com/fite_source/dept/comiUDocum s.pdf.'Wellfleet and South Wellfleet are both villages withi Massachusetts. Given that
village boundaries were unclear, the Commission he a relocation rather than a
discontinuance.
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Postal Service has the authority to relocate a [P]ost [O]ffice within a community
without following the formal section 404(tdl) proceedings.

Order No. 696, PRC Docket No. A86-13, Wettfteet, Massachusefts (June 10, 1g86), at 7

(internal citations omitted).

More recently, the Commission affirmed that a relocation to another facility within the

community was not a discontinuance when it dismissed an appeal of a relocation of a post

Office in Ukiah, California. ln that proceeding, the Postal Service decided to move the Ukiah

Main Post Office to the Ukiah Carrier Annex; the two locations were one mile from each other.

The Commission found that after retail services were transferred to the Ukiah Carrier Annex,

and in light of the one-mile distance between the locations, customers would "continue to have

the same level of access to retail services in the community." Order No. BO4, Order Dismissing

Appeal, PRC Docket A2o11-21, ukiah, catifornia (August 1s,2011) at4. As such, the

Commission determined that the Postal Service's action was a relocation, not a discontinuance,

and consequently, was not subject to an appeal under section 404(d). ld., at4.

ln Venice, despite participants' concerns over the preservation of historic characteristics

of the building, including the mural contained therein, the Commission held thatthe relocation of

retail services to a carrier annex, located 400 feet away was not subject to an appeal under

section 404(d). Order No. 1166, Order Dismissing Appeal, PRC Docket A2012-17, Venice,

California (January 24, 2012), at 7. Furthermore, the Commission held that the postal Service's

decision to relocate retail operations from Venice Post Office to the Venice Carrier Annex

across the street was consistent with 39 U.S.C. S 404(bX3), which authorizes the postal Service

to "establish and maintain postal facilities of such character and in such locations, that postal

patrons throughout the Nation will... have ready access to essential postal services." td., atB.

Similarly, in Santa Monica, the Postal Service decided to transfer retail operations from

the Santa Monica Post Office to the Santa Monica Carrier Annex, located in the same

community less than one mile away. The Commission found that postal customers will continue



7

tohavethesamelevel of accesstoretailservicesinthecommunity. OrderNo. lSgg,Order

Dismissing Appeal, PRC Docket A2O1 3-1, Sanfa Monica, Catifornia (December, 1g, 2012), at S.

The Commission dismissed the appeal, stating that the petitioners misinterpreted section 404(d)

by applying it to the "elimination of a specific building in Santa Monica as opposed to the

provision of a facility within the community." /d. (internal citations omitted).

The Postal Service decision to transfer retail operations from the Bronx General post

Office is analogous to the relocation actions described above. Here, the postal Service has

decided to relocate retail operations at the Bronx GPO to an undetermined location within the

community. The Postal Service assured the community and its customers that it will continue

retail operations at Bronx GPO until a suitable location within the same community is found and

is ready for occupancy and use as a Post Office. As in the above cited dockets, after the

Postai Service implements its decision, the community will maintain the same number of r.etail

facilities and will continue to have the same level of access to retail services.

By filing a petition with the Commission, the petitioner implicitly argues that the postal

Service should have followed the procedural requirements of 39 U.S.C. S 404(d) and 39 C.F.R.

S 241.3 as part of its decision to relocate the Bronx GPO. But the procedures for a relocation

are governed by 39 C.F.R. S 241.4, not 39 C.F.R. S 241.3.

ln sum, this appeal concerns the relocation of a Post Office. Thus, 39 U.S.C. S 404(d)

and 39 C.F.R. S 241.3 do not apply and the Commission lacks jurisdiction. Accordingly, the

Commission should dismiss the appeal.
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CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated, the United States Postal Service respectfully requests that the

Postal Regulatory commission dismiss this appealfor lack of jurisdiction.

Respectful ly submitted,

UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE

By its attorneys:

Anthony F. Alverno
Chief Counsel, Global Business & Service
Development

Laura Zuber

United States Postal Service
475 L'Enfant Plaza, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20260-1 1 37
(202) 268-6036; Fax -5329
July 18, 2013
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June 3, 20'!3

Final Decision for Relocation of Retail Services in Broñx, New York.

ln accordance with the procedures set forth at 39 C.F.R. 241-4, this is the final decision of the
Postal Service with respect to the relocation of retail services from the Bronx General Post
Office, located at 558 Grand Concourse, Bronx, New York ("Bronx GPO"). The Postal Seruice
announced its decision to relocate retail services on March 14,2013, and subsequently
received several requests for review, íncludingr twenty-one from individual citizens: one from
U-S. Congressrrìan Jose F. Serrano, one from the Executive Director of the Bronx River Arl
Center; one from the Office of the Bronx Borough President that was signed by the Borough
President as well as nine New York City Council members, ten New York State Assembly
members, síx New York State Senate rnembers, and three U.S. House of Representative
members (inctuding Serano); one frorn the President of the Easl Bronx History Forun; one
from an attorney on behalf of Julio Pablon and the National Post Office Gollaborale; and one
frorvl the National Trust for l-listsric Preservatíon {hereinafter referred to collectively as "the
requestors"¡.t I have carefully consideied all the concerns expressed in each of the requests
for review and other correspondence, along with the complete project file relating to the
relocation proposal. While I appreciate the concerns raised, forthe reasons set forth below, I

will not set aside the Postal Seryice's prior decision.

The concerns raised oan be gror.rped into the following categories. (1) potential impact on
historic resources, including the interior murals; i2) failure to comply with historic presewation
requirements in Sections 106 and 111 of the National lìistoric Preservalion Act. (3) procedural
errors in the decision-making process related to community inpuT, (4) proceduralerrors relating
to environmental considerations; (5) nraintaining and accessing postal services, and i6)
potential negalive inpact on the community. The requestors raise similar concerns about the
potential impact on historic resoL¡rces and the environment with respect to the possibility that
the property will be sold following the relocation.z Each of these caiegories of concern is
addressed below:

{1} Fotential lmpact on }listoric Resources and {2} Compliance with Sections 106 and '$11

of the National l-listoric Preservation Act {"NHFA").

The requestors expressed conçerns that the building, and in particular, the interior iobby
murals, would not be preserved, despite their recognized historic and artistic value, if the Postal
Service relocates. The requestors voiced fears that the building could be demolished or that the
murals could become inaccessible to the public if the property is sold. The requestors suggest
that the interior and rnurals be designaled as a historic landvnark. The requestors ailege thãt
the Postal service has failed to comply with sections 106 and '1 I't of the NHpA.

1 The Postal Se,'vice also received a letter dated March 12, 2A13 (predating the initial decision) from the
Chairman of Bronx Communi$ Board 7 opposing the sale of the Bronx GPO. The concerns raised therein
have also been considered and wìll be addressed hereln.
2 The Postal Service's March '14, 2013 determination stated "Plans also include marketing the sale of lhe
property." Neverlheless, a final decision on the sale of the property has not yet been made, and will
depend on numerous factors, including but not limited to whether right-sized space ìs avaiiable to relocate
cl¡rrent retail services, whether acceptable offers are received, and whether the terms of a sale contracl,
which will include historic preservation obligations, can be negotiated.
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The Bronx GPO is an historic property as defined in the Section '106 regulations because it is
iisted ln the National Register of Historic Places. The Postal Service may initiate consuitation
under Section '106 when, following relocation of retaÌl services from a pcstalfacifity, a potential
aliernative may be the sale of the property out of federalownership. The requestors'concerns
regatding preservation of the Ínterior and exterior of the building will be addressed as the Fostal
Service, the New York State Historic Preservation Officer, and other consulting parties contìnue
to engage in the Section 106 process. The PostalService does not agree thai ìt has violated
the National Hísloric Freservation Act. The Postal Service voluntarily complies with Sections
'106 and 'i 1 1 of the NHPA. The Postal Service will, in accordance with Sectìon 1 1 1, to the
exleni practicable, consider alternatives for the properly, including adaptive uses, leases, or
exchanges of historic propefiies, if doing so will ínsure the preservation of the histôric property.

The interior lobby of the Bronx GPO contains several murat panels by artists Ben Shahn and
Sernarda 8ryson. The murals are part of the Postal Service Fine Arts Collection. lf the Postal
Service sells the property, ownership of the murals will remain with the Postal Service. The
PostaÍ Service wiTl enter into a [oan agreernent that provides protection fo¡'the artwork and
public access to the artwork,

{3} Procedural Errors in tommunity Relations Process.

TÞe requestors allege errors in the communìty relations process, claiming ihat ihe request to
hold the publÍc rneeting in the evening was denied, that not enough notice of the public nreeting
was Eiven, and that the speed ín which the relocation deternrination was macJe curtailed
meaningf ul public participation

On Ðecember31,2012. The PostalService announced the proposed relocalisn of the Bronx
GPO in a letter to Bronx Borough President Diaz. The Fostat Service mailed a copy of the
letter to New York Mayor Michael Bloomberg and posted copies of the ìetter in multiple
locations in the Sronx GPO public ïobby. Ihe Postaf Service aiso issued a press release to
newspapers. On January 29,2013, the Postal$ervice posted notice in the Bronx GPOpublic
lobby that a public meeting to explain the proposalto relocate would be held at 10:30 a.rn. on
Wednesday, February 6,2013 in the Bronx GPO public lobby located at 558 Grand Concourse
in lhe Bronx îhe Postal Service acjvertised ihe nieeting in a local general circulation
neuspaper, the l'dew York Post. The Postal Service has no record of a request to change the
tlme of the meeting prior to the meeting date, although the issue of vyhether the meeting should
have been held in the evenÍng was raised during the public rneeting.

On February 5, 2013, the Postal Service representatives met wìth Bronx Borough officials,
inclr:ding the Bronx Borough President's Office DÍrectors of Flanning and Development,
Contmuniiy Boards, Communications, and ExternalAffairs, as well as the Empowerment Zone
Director of the Bronx Overall Econcmic Developmenl Corporation. The Postal Service
representatives explained the existing use and underutilizatíon of the property, the proposal to
relocate retailservices to a nearby right-sized location, and the process to solicit ar¡d consider
input on the proposal

On February6,2013, the publicnreetinçwas held and waswell attended by residents and local
media. The Postal Service representatives explained the existing use and underutilization of
the property, the proposai to relocate retail services to a nearby right-sized localion, and the
process to submit input on the propcsal following the rneeting. During the meetinE, lhose in
attendance raised the same issues as those raised by requestors in this appeal.
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The Postal Service accepted written comments on the proposal through March 5, 2013. The
opportunity to commènt was not limited to those in attendance at the meeting, as one requestor
clairns. Rathe¡, the commerìt period was open to all, as evidenced by the posting in the lobby
and the handouts, both of which advised those interested where to send writterr comments.

The Postal Service issued lts relocation determination on March 14,2Aß to the Bronx Borough
President, with a copy io the Mayor, and posted it in the Bronx GFO public iobby. The postal
Service noted in the determination that appeats from the deterrnination would bå accepted for
thirty days thereafter.

This chronology demonstrates that the Postal Service cornplied with the community contact
regulations, which are set forth in 39 G.F.R. 241.aþ). The regulations explain the steps to be
taken and the minimum amount of time to be allocated at each step. The Postal Service
internal analysis prior to the meeting is fi¡rther evidence that this is the result of a thoughtfuf
process. Further, the Postal Service followed the time periods set forth in the reguiations for
receiving community input.

The regulations eont¿in no requirement that the public meeting be held in the evening. The
concerns expressed in the written appeals mirror the concerns expressed at the public meetíng
and there is no reason to believe ihat those in attendance did not adequately represent the
corlcerns of the community in general. I find no procedural errûrs in the community relations
proress,

One requestor also expressed concern that the Postal Service had failed to comply witir 3g
U.S C, S 404(d), which sets forth factors that should be laken into consideration when
determining whether to close or consolidate a post office, and the conrpaníon regulations found
in 29 C.F.R S 241.3 relating to discontinuance or closure of a post office. Section 241.3
defines "closing" as an action in which Post Office operations are permanently discontinued
w¡tiror.rf provrdittg a replacententfacility in the community (ernphasis added). These provisions
âre not applicable because the Bronx GPO is being relocated to a yet io be determined
replacement facìiity in the same zip code.

{4} Frocedural Errors with Respect to Environmental considerations.

One requestor alleges that the Postal Service failed to comply with proper procedures to study
the environmental impact of the relocalion and potential sale of the Bronx GpO. The requestór
suggested the relocation and potentÍal sale would adversely impact asthma sufferers through
increased truck traffic taking Bronx mail out of the GFO and returning it the next day for
delivery. and increased emptoyee commuting traffic

The procedures to study the environmental of the proposed reiocation and possible sale of the
Bronx GPO are governed by the National Environmentat Policy Act ("NEpAì'). Uf pR requires
an Environmental Assessnrent of or Environmental lmpact Statement only for "malor Federal
actions significantly affecting the quality of the human environment " 42 ú.S C. ç +S:ZiZ¡1C¡
Prlor to initiation of the relocation process, the Postal Service evaluated the pote-ntíal intpacts to
the physical and cultural environnrent that would result from relocation of retail operations from
the Eronx GPO. The Fostal Service deternrined that the potenlial inrpacts would' be insufficient
to require further study under NEPA. When the Postal Service consìders plans for reuse or
disposal of the Bronx GPO and more detailed facts are known about the propedy's new
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potential use, it will aEain comply wìth all applicable statutory and regulatory requirenrents under
NEPA.

There are no carrier routes housed in or initiated from the Bronx GPO. Therefore, truck trafflc
will not increase due to the retail relocation. Employee commuiing traffic will not increase
significantly, if at ali, due to the fact that the replacernent facility wÍll be in the same gereral
area..

5)Maintaining and Accessing Fostal Services

Several requestors expressed concern that relocating from the current location of the Bronx
GPO wìll impact their access to postal services and could impact the level of delivery service
that they receive. Some requestors noted that lhere are senior cítizens, immigrants, students,
and faculty in the community that rely on access to postalservices in the conrmunity. Sonre
requestors noted that the hours of operation at the Bronx GPO are r¡ìofe convenient than at
other postal locations in the surrounding area.

The Postal Servlce will only consider relocation spâce that is convenient and otherwise suitable
to our cuslorners and that will meet all postal operational needs. The same services that are
currently provided to our customers will be provided at the new location. The hours of operation
at the new retaiN facitity wili remain the same. No postaljobs will be eliminated as a result of the
relocation. The Postal Service's goal is to secure a location as close to the current site as
possible and wìthin the same ZIP Cocie,

The Postal Service has eanvassed the neighborhood from the street and observed a number of
potential available sites to explore in nrore detail. Moreover, the Fostaf Service witl not cease
operaiions at the Sronx GPO unless and untii a replacement facilìty is ready for occupancy and
use as a Posl Offìce. Furlher if the Postai Service decides to market the property, the Postal
Service will offer polential buyers the oppcrtunity to rnake an offer that tncludes a leaseback of
a portion of the propeñy so that retail services can rernain at the presenl location in a righl-
sized space. tf any future agreement lo sell the property does not inciude a leaseback option,
the Postal Seruice will not relocate frorn the current location until ihe closing of the property sale
is imminenl. There are no carrier routes housed in or initiated from the Bronx GPO. As a
resuit, the relocation of the retail services currently offered at the Bronx GPO will not impact
defivery services to the commilnity.

(6) Potential Negatíve lmpact on the Cornmunity

A majority of the requestors expressed concern with the potential negative impact of the
relocation of the Bronx GPO on the comrnunity. One requestor suqgested that the relocation
evidences a negative attitilde about the Bronx. The Postal Service is not abandoning the
Bronx. As explained above, the Postal Service plans to relocate the relaii services currently
offered at the Sronx GPO to another nearby location in the Bronx and will consider any offers to
leaseback space in a nght-sized space at the current location. The Postal Service also has a
strong presence throughout the Bi'onx. wth over 40 reTail locations and olher postal lacilities
located in Bronx County, New York
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Conclusion

While the Postal Service is not insensitive to the impact of this decision on its customers and
the Bronx community, the relocation of the Bronx GPÕ is in the best interest of the Postal
Service. I considered all of the public inpul received but the objections expressed do not
outweigh the financial exigencies facing the Postal Service. Under the circumstances here, the
Postal Seryice must make any feasible change to right-size its space, ¡'educe costs, and
potentially generate revenue. The Postal Service must operate as a business to be self-
sustaining.

Accordingly, I conclude that there is no basis to set aside the decision to relocate the Bronx
GPO, presently located at 558 Grand Concourse to a yet to-be-determined location within ìhe
same zip code.

This is the final decision of the Postal Service with respect to this rnatter, and there is no right to
further administrative or judicial review of this decision.

Tom A. Sarnra
Viee President
Facilities
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Wthin

I nrila sêarch

LæÄTIOI

o0mr BROñXt
558 GRAND CONCOURSã
eRoNX. NY .104s1-9908

8.rtAs K. usFso ( 8 F27 !e7"7)

SáI
Sun

02mr STAPLES)
7OO EXTERiOR ST BLOG A
BRONX, NY 10451,2042

8OGASK-USPSi1Ð (6(x}.27587¡4 Stanrp b@ktcts only-

:l 03mr CVSt
282 E 14StH ST
BRONX. NY 10451-5ô00

5 00pm
4 00pmr

8îGASK-USPSÐ (800-275477Ð Ståmp bookþÉs onry.

O5ñ' WALGREÊNS,
2817 3RD AVE
gRoNX. NY'104554003

8OGASK-USF6@180C27t87m Ståmp booktets onty.

06 tr! LINCOLNTO¡¡ )

226ô 5TH AVE
NEWYCRK NY 1CO37-99€B

sctLASK- USF€o (80$2798777j

06m¡ CVS )

224 E 161ST ST
6RONX. NY 10451-3545

SCGASK-UStrSO (80G27çB¡/4 Sr¡mp b@kt€ls onty

07mr STADIUI¡)
901 GERARD AVE FRN'Í 1

BRONX, NY 10452-9S92

8O1.ASK-USPS@ (8@27t8277)

Mon-Fri ô:00ñ.4:00pm
S€|.-Sun Cle€d
Sræl Parklng Aveilable

Mon.Fri
Sêt
Sun

9:00m
9:C0æ
Closed

r

r

CBmi COLONIALPARX)
99 MACOT4BS PL
NÉWYORK NY 1M39389A

80GASK-USFSO (e00-27 + 8777)

Mon-Fri
Sat
Sun

9:O0am .
9:@m-
Cloæd

5:Ogpm
4;Oopm

8;00ðm -
e: O3am -
CIos&

Í\4on-Fn08nì

08mi

HAI\IILTON GRANGE
ANNEX '
99 MACOÀIBS PL
NEWYCR¡<, NV 1CO3+9997

BOûAS<-USPSO (E00-27 19777\

MELC0URf )
S60lvlELROSE 

^VE 
FRN-r ?

9RONX, NY i0451-99S

80ùASK-USPSe (80G275-8ì-2)

5i00pm
4 Oqlm

Moo-Fri E:otam - 4:ùJpm
SaLSUô CIM
Stræt Parkiôg AE¡têble

Sat
Sun

08nr COLLEGE SIAïON )

217 W 14¿fH Sf
NEW YORK, NY 1OO3G99çA

MGFri
Sa
Sm

9:0Oil
9:00êm
Clwd

5:0opm
4:00pm

SCûASK-USPS@ (80G275-8774
Sùæt PÊrking Avåiþble

Md-Êdr 9:00-¿ñ -
9:C0am -
Cl€èd

5:0Om
2:0opm

0B m¡ HUB r

633 SAiNT ANNS AV-
BROîIX NY 10¿5r9S€8

Sa
SW
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Exh¡b¡t 2 A201 3-6
w LtrJNON

8@ASK{JSPSÛ (8@27S8777)

80(l.ASl(-USPS¡O (800.27$8¡14

Ìiql€

SLæt Pãkir]g Ayalâble

MoÞFri gio4- sioopm :

Sô( g:Ooan -200pm
Sun Closod
St*l Prldng AvailaHs

LEGAL

Privacy Policy r

Terms of Use >

FOIA r

No FËAR Ad EEO Dâta )

oN ABOUT.ITSPS.COM

Àbout USPS Home r

Newsrcorn )

Mail Servicæ Updâtes )

Forms & Publicâbons )

Careets r

ON USPS.GOM

Government Services ¡

Buy Stamps & Shop r

Prìnt a Label wiih PosÞge r

Customer SeMce ¡

Delivering Solutions to the Last
Mile r

Sile lndex r

OTHER USPS SITES

Bus¡ness Custorner Galeway r

Postal lnspectors )

lnspeclor General t
Postal Explorer r

r 0.9ni MOTI#AVÊN,
517 E l3gTH ST
BRONX. NY 10,15,19os]

r 09mi DUANERÊADE)
320 W 1151H ST
NEWYORK. NY 10009-i031

8oùASK-USPS@ (8O0-275€77n St¡rhp b@klåtô nly.

1-14d1A:Show102650:1
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